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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

 FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT 

PARIMELAZHAGEN
KOTHANDARAGHUPATHY,

               Petitioner,

   v.

ALBERTO R. GONZALES, Attorney
General,

               Respondent.

No. 04-75740

Agency No. A98-007-183

MEMORANDUM 
*

On Petition for Review of an Order of the
Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted April 5, 2006**  

Before: HAWKINS, McKEOWN, and PAEZ, Circuit Judges.  

Parimelazhagen Kothandaraghupathy, a native and citizen of India, petitions

pro se for review of the Board of Immigration Appeals’ (“BIA”) order dismissing

his appeal for lack of jurisdiction on the ground that he waived his right to appeal
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and made no argument that his waiver was not knowing and intelligent.  We

dismiss the petition for review for lack of jurisdiction.

Petitioner did not raise any argument before either the immigration judge or

the BIA that his waiver of appeal was not knowing or not intelligent.  See In re

Juana Claudia Patino, 23 I. & N. Dec. 74 (BIA 2001).  As a result, because he

failed to exhaust, we lack jurisdiction to consider petitioner’s contentions

regarding his waiver of appeal, his detention status, his alleged eligibility for other

forms of immigration relief, and his order of removal.  See Joo v. INS, 813 F.2d

211, 212 (9th Cir. 1987).

PETITION FOR REVIEW DISMISSED.
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